Message

From: MacDonald, Alex@Waterboards [Alex.MacDonald@waterboards.ca.gov]
Sent: 10/14/2016 6:38:54 PM

To: Keller, Lynn [Keller.Lynn@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Viand Area 40

Thanks for reminding me about the meeting this afterncon. Might have missed i,

From: Keller, Lynn [mailto:Keller.Lynn@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 11:10 AM

To: MacDonald, Alex@Waterboards

Subject: RE: VI and Area 40

Phear you, Alex, Pve forwarded your comments on to Dan Stralka; he'll take the first 15 or so minutes of the call today
to tatk VI, We're considering all of the points and concerns vou and Chris have raised on this,

Thanks, and have a nice weekend also,

Lynn
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From: MacDonald, Alex@Waterboards [mailto:Alex. MacDonald@waterboards.ca.gov]
Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 9:33 AM

To: Keller, Lynn <Keller.Lynn@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: VI and Area 40

One needs only look at the remedies and proposed land uses and see that the protections will be placed appropriately,
regardiess of the extent or risk is actually somewhat greater than initially calculated. Everywhere where there is
groundwater contamination by YOUs or a soil vapor source, the land use is either open space or fields. Any small
buildings placed on those areas will be provided with vapor mitigation measures. The residential area to the north will
have vapor mitigation even though it is likely that none is needed,

Pwould not expect you to go against your Vi experts . However, as | stated above the anticipated site use of Area 40 and
adjacent lands, coupled with the proposed remedies, provides appropriate protection. | took a look at the Area 40 data
and used the 100 ug/m3 TCE value. The result does not change the remedy for the volatiles. For ong, the groundwater
MCL + 100-foot buffer encompasses all of the northern and all but the lower 1/3 of the southern area 100 ug/m3
values. And that land above the groundwater area has only non-residential uses {park, open space, recreational} and
any structures associated with the park would have vapor mitigation requirements. The lowest 1/3 of the southern area
would only require an enlargement of the portion with restrictions to the west and east. So it should be a fairly quick
evaluation by your VI expert,

Thanks for getting back to me and have a great weekend.

Alex

From: Keller, Lynn [mailto:Keller.Lynn@epa.qov]
Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2016 4:17 PM

To: MacDonald, Alex@Waterboards

Subject: RE: VI and Area 40
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Hi, Alex,

Punderstand vour frustration with the process and unknowns; this isn't ideal for anyone, However, I'm no V1 expert and
my in-house Vi expert just needs more time to evaluate the assumptions made and examineg contamination levels. | am
not going to go against the advice of experts, and Pve been advised to hold off on finalizing the HHERA and Draft FS for
Area 40 untit we have more information. Miscalculations or incorrect assumptions that might lead to exposure are a
much more severe consequence than delays, so Pwant to err on the side of caution and ensure we proceed in a way that
will be protective—easpecially given the anticipated future site use for Area 40 and adjacent lands.

Thanks,

Lynn

Loy 8 Kellon, €1 o9
S EPA Region o BPM

=5 Hawthorne 3, 5FD v
San Franciseo, T4 gqoy
4350474363

From: MacDonald, Alex@Waterboards [mailteo:Alex. MacDonald@waterboards.ca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2016 1:25 PM

To: Keller, Lynn <Keller.Lynn@epa.gov>

Subject: VI and Area 40

Lynn —1am in concurrence with Aerojet on this one. The vapor intrusion issue was evaluated done using the latest risk
values. The field work was done in accordance with DTSC guidance and the SOPs. | went out a for a couple of days and
watched them collected the samples. | don’t think holding up the process for the vapor issue is warranted. The other
concerns on getting the rad review done should be the stressor and hopefully that can be resclved soon. | just don’t
want to have the Agencies be the ones to be blamed for insufficient progress being made and the fallout from it.

Oh, and have a great day.

Alexander MacDonald

Senior Engineer

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
11020 Sun Center Drive, Suite 200

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6114

916-464-4625

amacdonald@waterboards.ca.gov
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